IN HIS NEWS & ANALYSIS STORY "
Drones flying high as new tool for field biologists" (2 May, p. 459), R. Schiffman reports the use of drone technology for conservation law enforcement to combat the surge in elephant and rhino poaching. This rush to deploy such technologies is based on compelling ideas, partly influenced by narratives that describe the current situation in terms of a war between poachers and conservation staff.
The reality of conservation is much more complicated, as many people live in or around protected areas and depend on them for fuel wood, medicines, and food (1) . Seen from the ground and through their eyes, drones may be perceived as sinister technologies of surveillance or be associated with warfare and civilian casualties. Such negative perceptions could be seen as a return to fortress conservation, reducing support for protected areas and undermining the relationships on which successful research and conservation projects are built.
Given the rise in poaching activities, one could argue these negative risks are part of a necessary trade-off. However, there are two reasons for doubting the value of such a compromise. First, the long-term costeffectiveness of drones in deterring poaching remains untested. Second, drone data will only be effective if fed into well-functioning management and legal systems, which are lacking in many countries. Thus, funding for enforcement may be better spent on increasing park staff numbers, resources, and training; developing intelligence networks to catch poachers in the act and identify corrupt officials; and strengthening the judicial system (2). 
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MemberCentral.aaas.org regulatory framework under which this research takes place. As bioethics is still trying to sort out its features as a discipline, I hope it heeds the example of Elliott and his allies. Otherwise, these issues will not receive the critical examination they warrant and Markingson's story will be, sadly, one of many.
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Human States agreed during the Rio+20 Conference to address the issue of conservation and sustainable use of marine biological diversity of ABNJ (3). This includes a call for the UN General Assembly to consider the wisdom of establishing an international instrument under the UNCLOS to overcome the lack of coordination between different intergovernmental organizations and their respective mandates. Such an instrument could become more effective in promoting comprehensive oceans governance reform within the framework of an already established convention, together with fostering complementarity among relevant organizations.
We also recognize the paucity of funding to generate baseline, protection, and mitigation actions. At the same time, we question whether the multiplication of funding mechanisms would be practical or even desirable. We believe that the finance question should complement the resolution of the key governance issues, while building on existing platforms.
